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(1 ) JOHN HEFFINGTON . 

(2) Ted Liu . 
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Status of Application: After Non-Final 
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Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 
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Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
claim 1 



Claims discussed: 
claim 1 



Prior art documents discussed: 
Burd, Hind 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

With respect to indepdent claims 1 and 27, t he examiner suggested adding the language "pre-render" before the limitation, 
"processing the one or more controls in the render queue ..." The examiner further suggested adding the language "including the 
pre-rendered controls" after the limitation "advancing the control tree". The examiner also suggested included changing the 
preamble to read "A method for rendering a graphical user interface, comprising:" and moving the rest of the preamble, "accepting 
a request in order to generate a response" into the body of the claim. The examiner stated that the proposed amendments may 
overcome the prior art of record. 



Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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